
 
 

Approved Minutes of the Town Council meeting held virtually (on line) via 
Zoom on Tuesday 27th April 2021 at 7.30pm 

 
A video-recording of this meeting can be seen on Bruton Town Council’s Youtube 
channel by clicking on this link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gt1jUtpC4kU  
  
Present:              Councillors: Anderton, Karen Baker, Brownlow, Crawford (from 

19:41), Day, Fradley, Hood, Jones (Chair), Robinson and Skinner 
In Attendance:  District Councillor Lucy Trimnell 

Community Development Officer 
Town Clerk 
Chair of Abbey Ponds Working Group 
Five members of the public 
 

The meeting started at 19:35. 
 
20/196 Welcome and Apologies for Absence 
The Chair welcomed everyone to the meeting and explained that planning application 
20/02297/OUT was on the agenda because the extraordinary Full Council meeting to discuss 
this application had to be cancelled due to the period of mourning following the death of the 
Duke of Edinburgh. 
Apologies had been received from Councillor Pickering.  

 
20/197 Declarations of Interests 
Councillor Robinson declared a disclosable pecuniary interest in item 20/209 as a payment to 
his employer was included in the list of payments. 
Councillor Anderton declared a personal interest in item 20/200 as his home shared a 
boundary with the current GP surgery. 
Councillor Brownlow declared a disclosable pecuniary interest in item 20/209 as one of the 
payments on the list was a reimbursement to him for the cost of future training.  

 
20/198 Minutes of previous meeting 

To approve the minutes of the meeting held on 30th March 2021. 
 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed to approve the minutes as 
presented.  
 
20/199 Public Question Time 
The Chair noted that a representative from Radio Ninesprings was in attendance and it was 
agreed to deal with item 20/208 soon after 20/200 to enable him to speak without having to 
stay for the duration of the meeting. All other members of the public were interested in item 
20/200. 
 
20/200 Planning Application 

To consider the following application and report recommendations to South Somerset 
District Council 
 
20/02297/OUT Land north of Brewham Road, Bruton.  Outline application 
with access to be determined and all other matters reserved, for the residential 
development of the land for up to 65 dwellings and safeguarding of land for a new GP 
Practice; alongside public open space, a drainage scheme and associated works.  
https://publicaccess.southsomerset.gov.uk/online-
applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=QF1XECO
WK5J00 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gt1jUtpC4kU
https://publicaccess.southsomerset.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=QF1XECOWK5J00
https://publicaccess.southsomerset.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=QF1XECOWK5J00
https://publicaccess.southsomerset.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=QF1XECOWK5J00
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The Chair explained that the applicant’s representative would speak first. Then, members of 
the public would be given an opportunity to speak before Councillors asked any questions of 
the applicant’s representative.  
 
The applicant’s representative summarised the planning application details and noted that the 
two fundamental changes were the introduction of land for a GP surgery and the reduction in 
the number of proposed dwellings from 70 to 65. Previous concerns regarding highways and 
pedestrian access and works to Brewham Road had been addressed.  
 
19:41 – Councillor Crawford joined the meeting. 
 
Required ecological surveys had been undertaken and approved by SSDC’s ecologist. A 
geophysical scan had been undertaken and it had been established that there were no 
underground archaeological or heritage assets on the site. The applicant had been in 
discussions with SSDC and SCC regarding the mitigation of phosphates on the site and it had 
been determined that it would not be viable or achievable to mitigate phosphates on-site. 
Therefore, off-site mitigation would be required, either through a direct scheme delivered by a 
future developer, via phosphate credits available from a scheme elsewhere in Somerset or via 
financial contributions to SCC for their own mitigation projects. Discussions were ongoing.  
 
19:43 – The Chair allowed a public open session. 
 

• In response to a question from a member of the public, the applicant’s representative 
confirmed that access to the proposed development would be via Wyvern Close. 

• It was felt that this application for 65 dwellings, along with the separate application for 
60 dwellings on land south of Brewham Road, represented too many of new dwellings 
for Bruton, in excess of the agreed quota.  

• Bruton needed some additional cheaper, one-bedroom dwellings. 

• There was concern that the proposed development would increase pollution, adversely 
impact infrastructure, devastate a green site and add to the sprawl towards Brewham.  

 
19:47 – Another member of the public joined the meeting. 
 

• The distance from the site to the centre of Bruton was too great and the nearby road of 
Eastfield was considered unsuitable for additional traffic. The applicant had not 
addressed these issues, which had been highlighted during discussions on the previous 
application for this site (19/03103/OUT). 

• The area shown on plan 10, submitted with the application, showed that double yellow 
lines would be applied to the junction of Brue Avenue and Wyvern Close, outside 
sheltered housing. This would cause a problem for carers, who regularly parked here 
to attend the sheltered housing. 

• Plan 11 showed that pavements would be removed outside houses in Brue Avenue, 
which would discourage people from walking rather than using their cars.  

• It was not clear whether there was adequate funding available to relocate the GP 
surgery to the site. 

• The development would increase the risk of flooding to surrounding properties. 

• Additional vehicle movements for occupiers of the new dwellings and employees and 
patients of the new GP surgery could not be safely accommodated on existing link 
roads and would present a danger to pedestrians.  

• Drivers travelling east along the A359 to access the development would likely use 
Eastfield rather than Brue Avenue to access the site. SSDC had already stated that 
Eastfield was not suitable for additional traffic. 

 
The Chair invited Councillors to ask the applicant’s representative any questions: 
 

• Councillor Robinson asked for a summary of the changes to the highway and 
pedestrian access since October. The applicant’s representative said that works that 
County Highways deemed necessary had been resolved but it had not been possible to 
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agree improvements to walking routes linking to the site south of Brewham Road. A 
Brewham Road mitigation scheme had been submitted, as required by SCC, to ensure 
that the necessary improvements could be realised, in conjunction with S106 
contributions to improve walking routes to and from the site.  

• Councillor Hood noted that the newly submitted highway plan was almost identical to 
the original submission and pointed out that it had not been approved by County 
Highways. Rather, County Highways were minded to approve the new highway plan 
subject to a safety audit that had yet to be carried out. Bruton Safer Walking and 
Cycling Group had submitted a thorough assessment of the transport issues relating to 
connectivity of the site and the town centre but, despite offers of further discussions 
with the Town Council on this issue, the applicant had not approached the Town 
Council for a meeting. The applicant’s representative said that the issues raised in the 
assessment had been discussed with County Highways to ascertain if they would be 
supported but no viable scheme was identified because the relevant landowners did 
not take part in the discussions. As a result, the new highway plan was submitted 
without further discussion with the Town Council. Councillor Hood felt that the 
highway plan was not at all safe but acknowledged that this would be a matter for the 
Town Council to take up with County Highways.   

• Councillor Anderton referred to the many objections to the increase in traffic using 
existing estate roads that would be incurred by the proposed development and asked 
why the plans did not include a direct access point from Brewham Road. The 
applicant’s representative said that the application had been based on the emerging 
SSDC Local Plan, which required the character of Brewham Road to be preserved 
through the retention of hedgerows. The applicant had also been informed by SSDC 
and County Highways that they would oppose an access onto Brewham Road. In order 
to accommodate the GP surgery, the applicant had been working to demonstrate that 
the Wyvern Road access would meet the requirements of County Highways. Providing 
access to the GP surgery via Wyvern Road would not incur any additional costs, 
whereas, a new access from Brewham Road would require the provision of a 
substantial road junction, which would be costly. The application delivers free land for 
the GP surgery and provides for an adopted highway access from day one.  

• Councillor Brownlow expressed concern about the cumulative effect on Bruton of this 
proposed development, the development south of Brewham Road, the Cubis 
development and the Enterprise Centre. As Bruton did not have a ring road, all 
through traffic must travel through the Town Centre on the A359. Approximately 400 
additional vehicles from these new developments would result in an extra vehicle 
movement every 40 seconds, adding to traffic chaos and pollution already 
experienced. Councillor Brownlow asked how the developer could justify these effects 
on the centre of Bruton. The developers representative said that the site had been 
identified in the Local Plan to meet housing need in South Somerset and said that the 
developer would still work to address the issues raised. The provision of land for a GP 
surgery would satisfy existing need for access to GP services and would also 
accommodate new residents from the proposed developments. The applicant’s 
representative went on to say that the proposed development south of Brewham Road 
would need to be reassessed by SSDC to ensure that phosphate mitigation was 
adequate and because the application did not make any provision for GP or other NHS 
services. In addition, SSDC was now able to demonstrate a five-year housing land 
supply and, as such, the applicant’s representative felt that the proposal for the site 
north of Brewham Road was more likely to be approved than that to the south.  

• Councillor Robinson pointed out that, if both applications on Brewham Road were 
approved, the additional housing would mean that Bruton would be providing 59% 
more housing than required in the Local Plan, which could be an argument for not 
granting permission to either site. Also, the Local Government Review might mean 
that the Local Plan may not be in place for very much longer.  

 
20:23 – The Chair brought the public open session to a close.  
 
Councillors discussed the application and the points raised in the public open session, and 
made the following observations: 
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• Moving the surgery to the far end of town would increase traffic movements because 
more people would need to drive to this more distant location.  

• The Chair summarised the objections made by the Town Council to the original 
application.  

• The newly submitted application had changed very little compared to the original 
application.  

• The provision of land for a GP surgery was a positive change but none of the concerns 
raised in regard to the original application had been addressed. Locating the GP 
surgery here would exacerbate traffic problems in adjoining roads. 

• Councillors were disappointed that the applicant had not consulted the Town Council 
on the walking and cycling assessment that had been submitted by the Bruton Safer 
Walking and Cycling Group. The Town Council had been willing to work with the 
developer on ideas to address issues raised by this application but no consultation had 
taken place over the preceding six months. 

• Councillors were not in favour of off-site phosphate mitigation.  

• Bruton was being asked to provide a disproportionate number of new dwellings, 
amounting to 59% over the  number required in the Local Plan, if both Brewham Road 
sites were to go ahead. This was at odds with the Local Plan’s definition of Bruton as a 
Rural Centre. 

• It was acknowledged that the number of dwellings being proposed had been reduced 
from 70 to 65 but it was felt that this small reduction would not mitigate the impact on 
local roads because the addition of a GP surgery on the site would increase traffic 
movements significantly. 

 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed that the Town Council 
recommends refusal of this application and wishes to reiterate the comments 
made in relation to the previous, similar application on this site, as follows:  
 

• There has been insufficient consultation with the local community and its 
elected representatives, and as a result the applicants are not in a position 
fully to understand and appreciate local needs and wishes. 

• Bruton’s infrastructure is in urgent need of improvement and Bruton 
Surgery is Somerset Clinical Commissioning Group’s top priority for 
improvement, so it would be more appropriate to use the site for a new 
health centre rather than for more houses. 

• Bruton Town Council has previously specified (in its response to the SSDC 
Issues and Options consultation) that any new housing off the Brewham 
Road should be low density with a total of no more than 6o dwellings, 
ideally split equally between sites on either side of the Brewham Road. 
The 60 dwellings will now be delivered by the agreed development south 
of Brewham Road. 

• In the current Climate Emergency the application’s reliance on motor-car 
access is inappropriate. It ignores the guidance set out in the 
Government’s Cycle Infrastructure Design local transport note (LTN 20/1) 
and offers no provision for cyclists. 

• The proposed access arrangements would direct substantially more motor 
and pedestrian traffic onto Eastfields, the Brewham Road and Quaperlake 
Street, three roads where pedestrians are already at risk, thereby gravely 
compromising road safety.  

• The application would increase flooding risks to existing, agreed and 
proposed housing developments, all the more so given the predicted 85% 
rainfall increase. This is contrary to the declaration by the Town, District 
and County Councils of a Climate Emergency. 
 

In addition, the Town Council wishes to point out that, while the applicant has 
addressed the need for a new GP surgery in Bruton, the number of dwellings 
also included in the application has only been reduced by five. The additional 
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traffic from employees and patients of the surgery would exacerbate the traffic 
problems already identified.  
Finally, SSDC is now able to demonstrate a five-year housing land supply. This 
application and the application for 60 dwellings south of Brewham Road will 
lead to Bruton being 59% over its minimum hosing allocation. 
 
The Chair thanked the applicant’s representative and members of the public for attending. 
 
20:35 – The Chair allowed a five minute recess. 
 
20:40 – The meeting resumed. 
 
20/201 Abbey Ponds 

a) To receive an update from the Chair of the Working Group and to consider changing 
the Working Group’s terms of reference to require it to report to the Full Council 
rather than to the Transport Committee. 

 
The Chair of the Abbey Ponds Working Group summarised progress with the project and 
noted that part of the proposed path was crossed by agricultural vehicles to access adjacent 
areas of the site. As a result, the proposed path at this point would need to be reinforced to 
prevent damage to the surface. There would be an additional cost for this work of 
approximately £1,400, which would provide a stronger surface the an area of around 3.5m x 
1.5m at the gateway. Historic England had given permission for the installation of a fence to 
keep livestock out of the ponds themselves. The submerged walls of the ponds had been 
damaged in the past by livestock entering the ponds to drink and bathe. The new fence would 
have a double gate and a kissing gate. When the fence had been installed, the work to the path 
could go ahead. The contractor would arrange for warning signs to be put up to alert walkers 
that the work was taking place and machinery would be stored in a yard area owned by King’s 
School. Spoil produced from the works would be retained on-site and used to create an 
extension to the butterfly bund already in place. It had previously been agreed that the Town 
Council would meet the cost of membrane required to prevent nettles growing on the 
extension to the bund. The edges of the path would need maintenance approximately every 
three years, which would take around one day of the contractors time. The Chair noted that 
King’s School would be responsible for ensuring that livestock had access to a different 
drinking-water source.  In terms of financing the project, the Chair explained that the Town 
Council had contributed £12,000 for the legal costs of preparing the lease for the land and had 
applied for a grant of £4,000 from SSSDC towards the cost of the works. Should the grant be 
received from SSDC, the Town Council would not have to contribute any further funds to 
complete the project. However, if the grant request was not successful, there would be a 
£4,000 shortfall.  
There followed some discussion about accessibility in relation to the Abbey Ponds path and 
throughout Bruton in general. It was felt that the Abbey Ponds path would be accessible 
because of the consolidated surface that was being installed. Councillors agreed that further 
work was needed to improve accessibility through the town.  
 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed that the Town Council 
would contribute an additional £4,000 to the project in the event that the SSDC 
grant application was not successful and that the Clerk was authorised to spend 
up to £4,000 on the project, in consultation with the Town Council’s 
representatives on the Working Group. The additional £4,000 would be taken 
from the 2021/22 revenue budget for the project (£2,000) and from the 
earmarked reserves for Footpaths and Walking & Cycling (£1,000 each). 
 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed to amend the terms of 
reference to require the Abbey Ponds Working Group to report directly to the 
Town Council, rather than the Transport Committee.  
 
The Chair of the Abbey Ponds Working Group asked for thanks to be recorded to Councillor 
Hood for his work on the project. It was confirmed that the Chair of the Working Group could 
ask the contractor to start work on the path as soon as convenient.  
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b) To note that the cost of completing the path has increased by £1,411 due to the need 
for a reinforced section to be constructed to take the weight of tractors that cross the 
path. This additional sum will fall within budget if the SSDC grant is received. To 
consider funding this additional amount from Council reserves in the event that the 
SSDC grant is not received. 

This matter was dealt with under item 20/201 a) above.  
 
 It was agreed to take item 20/208  at this point in the meeting,  

 
20/208 To consider a grant request from Radio Ninesprings for £150. 
 
A representative from Radio Ninesprings  explained that the organisation was a charitable, 
not-for-profit  community radio station based in Yeovil which had been operating for just over 
two years. It provided media training and work experience opportunities to Yeovil College 
students and had been awarded a broadcasting licence in 2017. Permission had since been 
granted to extend coverage to the whole of South Somerset and two new transmitters would 
be installed: one for Bruton and Wincanton and one for Chard. The cost of each transmitter 
was £12,000 and various funds had been obtained from other town and parish councils. A 
grant application had been submitted to SSDC and Radio Ninesprings needed letters of 
support from as many councils as possible. Radio Ninesprings was a community information 
station and was keen to work with local councils to promote town and parish council business.  
 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed to give a grant of £150 and 
to write a letter of support for Radio Ninesprings. 

Action 210427/1: Town Clerk 
 
20/202 Plants for Pollinators, One Planet Bruton 

To note receipt of a report and plan for planting plants for pollinators in Bruton and to 
consider a request from One Planet Bruton for permission to plant next to Packhorse 
Bridge and at Jubilee Park, subject to agreement from the Jubilee Park Development 
Group. 

The Chair referred to a report that had been submitted by One Planet Bruton and listed the 
five possible locations for planting the pollinating flowers, which were: 

• A triangle between the footpath, Packhorse Bridge and the river on the Man on Bench 
side of Packhorse Bridge. 

• Several sites at Jubilee Park: 
i. either side of entrance to the parking area between the pavilion and the play area 

ii. the grassed area between the wall and / or the railway line and the path between 
the pavilion and the MUGA 

iii. on grass along the road against the wall opposite Cox's Close 
iv. in the verge opposite Cox's Close between the road and the play area 

 
Councillors discussed the merits of the different locations. It was confirmed that One Planet 
Bruton had conferred with the Football Club who supported the idea. It was felt that the verge 
at Cox’s Close might not be appropriate as cars parked there. It was also noted that a new 
storage container was soon to be located at Jubilee Park. This and the installation of a new 
skatepark would need to be considered when deciding where to plant.  
 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed to approve the planting of 
pollinating plants and that One Planet Bruton could choose between the listed 
sites at their discretion. 

Action 210427/2: Town Clerk 
 
20/203 Jubilee Park 

a) Play equipment report 
To note a report from the Clerk on the condition of the play equipment at Jubilee Park 
and to note that, having consulted the Chair and Vice-Chair, two pieces of play 
equipment have been removed. 
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Councillors noted the report. It was felt that the multi-unit should be replaced as soon as 
possible and that plans should be made to replace other items as soon as funds were available.  
 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed that the Clerk should 
obtain quotes for a replacement multi-unit and that a group comprising of the 
Community Development officer, Councillors Crawford, Fradley, K Baker and 
the Town Clerk should work together to consult the public on options. 

Action 210427/3: Town Clerk 
 

b) To note recent instances of graffiti and that, in line with Financial Regulation 4.1, the 
Clerk has authorised its removal by SLR Grounds Maintenance at a cost of £220.00. 

Noted. 
 
20/204 Minutes from Committees 

Council to note the minutes of the Planning Committee meeting of 22nd April 2021. 

It was agreed to defer this matter to the meeting on 4th May because the minutes had only 
recently been circulated. 

 
20/205 Reports 

Council to receive reports from: 

a) Members representing the council on outside/other bodies 

b) Town Councillors 

c) Chairman 

It was agreed to defer reports to later in the meeting because the meeting had already 
exceeded two hours duration.  
 
20/206 SCC Grant – Retrofit Project 

To consider the content of a Grant Agreement between SCC and the Town Council in 
relation to the £75,000 grant and to authorise the Town Clerk to sign it on behalf of the 
Council. 

 
Councillor Hood reported that the grant would be received in two instalments; one in two-
weeks’ time and one in nine-months’ time. An additional condition requiring the Town 
Council to work with Frome Town Council had been applied because Frome’s project had 
some similarities. Councillors Hood and Jones had met with SCC and agreed to meet with 
Frome quarterly to share learning and to work together on the nine-month report. A 
memorandum of understanding had been drawn up with Frome Town Council to this effect 
but was not yet available. 
 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed that the Town Clerk 
should sign the grant agreement from SCC and the memorandum of 
understanding with Frome Town Council when it was available.  

Action 210427/4: Town Clerk 
 
20/207 Recruitment 

a) To consider proceeding with the recruitment of a 1.0 FTE Retrofit Co-ordinator and 
0.6 FTE Project Officer both for 1.5 years 

Councillor Hood reminded Councillors that the job description and person specification for 
the Retrofit Co-ordinator post had previously been circulated. Councillor Hood asked if 
Councillors were content to proceed with recruitment, even though the funding from SCC 
would be received in two instalments. Councillors agreed that the recruitment for the Retrofit 
Co-ordinator should proceed and that recruitment for the Retrofit  Project Officer could be 
dealt with after the Co-ordinator post had been filled. 
 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and agreed to proceed with recruitment of the 
Retrofit Co-ordinator and to grant authority  to recruit the Project Officer once 
the Co-ordinator was in post. Nine votes for; No votes against; One abstention.  

Action 210427/5: Councillor Hood 
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b) To consider advertising for a Cleaner for the Dovecote Building for four hours per 
week.  
 

RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed that an advertisement for 
the Town Clerk could advertise for a cleaner for the Dovecote Building, within 
the £1250 budget for the year.  

Action 210427/5: Town Clerk 
 
20/205 Reports 

 
Market Towns Investment Group report - Councillor Brownlow informed Councillors 
that SSDC was running two grant programmes that might benefit Bruton. The Welcome Back 
Fund had £149,000 available to share between the market towns in South Somerset for 
revenue expenditure incurred in efforts to promote the re-opening of High Streets post-
pandemic. Possible uses were outdoor seating, signage and any non-permanent scheme to 
regenerate High Streets, including events and celebrations. A separate scheme was offering 
Environmental grants. More details were expected from SSDC soon.  

 
20/208 To consider a grant request from Radio Ninesprings for £150. 

 
This matter was dealt with after item 20/201 above. 

 
20/209 Accounts for Payment: Members to agree the schedule of payments, 
including 2021-22 grants. 
 
21:50 - Councillors Brownlow and Robinson left the meeting due to their 
previously declared disclosable pecuniary interests in this item. 

 
RESOLVED: It was proposed and unanimously agreed to approve the payments 
list as presented. 

 
20/210 Receipts: To note receipts banked to date in April. 

 
Noted. 

 
The Chair reminded everyone that the Annual Town Meeting (Bruton Forum) 
was taking place on 29th April and the Annual Town Council meeting was taking 
place on 4th May. 
 

 
The meeting ended at 21:54. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Signed: _____________________________ Date:_______________ 


